UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUI T

No. 02-1769

VMEHARI G LAMARI AM NEGUSSE,
Petitioner,

ver sus

US | MGRATION & NATURALI ZATI ON SERVI CE;
JOHN ASHCROFT, Attorney Ceneral,

Respondent s.

On Petition for Review of an Order of the Board of Inmmgration
Appeal s. (A76-908- 300)

Submi tt ed: March 18, 2003 Deci ded: March 26, 2003

Bef ore WDENER, M CHAEL, and MOTZ, Circuit Judges.

Petition denied by unpublished per curiam opi nion.

Jeffrey Kantor, Arlington, Virginia, for Petitioner. Robert D.
McCal lum Jr., Assistant Attorney Ceneral, John C. Cunni ngham
Senior Litigation Counsel, Shelley R Goad, Ofice of Inmmgration
Litigation, Civil D vision, UN TED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTI CE,
Washi ngton, D.C., for Respondents.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Mehari G | amari am Negusse, a native and citizen of Eritrea,
seeks review of a decision of the Board of Inmgration Appeals
summarily affirmng the immgration judge's (1J's) denial of his
applications for asylum and withholding of renoval.” W reject
Negusse’s challenge to the summary affirmance w thout opinion

procedure authorized in 8 CF. R 3.1(a)(7) (2002). See Al bathani

v. INS, 318 F.3d 365, 376-79 (1st Cir. 2003).

The decision to grant or deny asylum relief is conclusive
“unl ess manifestly contrary to the | aw and an abuse of discretion.”
8 US. C 8§ 1252(b)(4)(D (2000). W conclude that the record
supports the 1J's conclusion that Negusse failed to establish his
eligibility for asylum See 8 CF. R § 208.13(a) (2002); Gonahasa
V. INS, 181 F.3d 538, 541 (4th Cr. 1999). As the decisioninthis
case is not manifestly contrary to | aw, we cannot grant the relief
Negusse seeks.

We accordingly deny the petition for review. W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal argunents are adequately

presented in the materials before the court and argument woul d not

ai d the decisional process.

PETI T1 ON DENI ED

" As Negusse does not argue w t hhol di ng of renpval on appeal,
we do not address it.



